Introduction
The controversial damming of the Delaware River at Tocks Island, first introduced by Congress in 1962, would have created a 37-mile long reservoir for water, power, and flood control north of the Delaware Water Gap. Viewed by many to be a good idea at the time, the Tocks Island Dam would have destroyed approximately 12,000 acres of woodlands, most of the Minisink Valley, and left many farms, homes, and historic landmarks underwater. In preparation for this engineering feat, the Army Corps of Engineers displaced fifteen thousand people, wiped out several entire towns, large farms, historic roads and the Minisink Flats. All were either razed or abandoned. These homes and places of historic interest were doomed to become the bed of a new man-made lake that would be surrounded by a new National Park, the 72,000 acre Delaware Water Gap National Recreation Area run by the National Park Service. 1 The earth and rock-filled dam was to be built at Tocks Island, a small uninhabited island in the middle of the Delaware River about five miles north of the Delaware Water Gap. It was to be 160 feet high and 3,000 feet long. It would have provided approximately 980 cubic feet of water per second to be used for hydroelectric power and as a water source. "The overriding decision to dam or not to dam the Minisink must be weighed against its natural, social and historic heritage,"
wrote Nancy Shukaitis, former Commissioner of the Four County Task Force on Tocks Island
Dam and longtime resident of the area.
2 She and countless others fought the dam project for nearly ten years before the Delaware River Basin Commission voted to terminate the project, which had an estimated price tag that had grown from $90 to more than $400 million. The dam project continued to rear its ugly head for several decades because it still had to be de-authorized by a foot-dragging Congress before it finally became a dead issue.
By then it was too late. Towns to be impacted, such as Bushkill and Dingmans Ferry, had become ghost towns, and Walpack's population dropped from 384 to 67. People lost their homes, their livelihoods, and their heritage. Park records show 10,000 properties, many belonging to generations of families as far back as the colonial period, were bought or condemned by the government. More than 3,000 homes occupied by 8,000 people were razed; 25 summer camps, 125 farms and more than 100 businesses, seven churches, and three schools were all demolished Society, whose family lost their vacation home. "I think if a member of the Park Service had wandered onto the scene, there might have been a lynching." I offer no apology except to recognize that many subjects touched on could have been explored in greater detail. A subject for which I would like to see additional professional study is the striking parallels between Tocks Island Dam and the Vietnam War. recommended that Congress kill the dam, calling it a lucrative "pork barrel" project that somehow managed to linger. 7 Cost increases and budget cuts due to the war repeatedly delayed construction and allowed the project to get tangled in later environmental legislation. Construction of the dam never started because of a lack of funding throughout the 1960s and this delay handed the growing environmental movement an early and somewhat notable victory in the early 1970s.
Dam Me a River
Finding adequate supplies of fresh clean water had long been a problem for the more populated areas of New York City, Philadelphia, and New Jersey. New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania had been interested in using the nearby Delaware River as a water supply since the concern about creating outdoor recreation and preserving wildlands to preserving nature, but more importantly, stopping man's encroachment on it. Hays said traditionally, conservationists justified the utilization of all natural resources if they were used efficiently and economically, as opposed to preservationists, who want to save, preserve, and protect them. Within the framework of a centralized federal bureaucracy and post-industrial laws, policy makers had focused on utilization, sound conservation practices and, of course, making money from manipulating natural resources.
The modern environmental movement in the United States had its early roots in the 1960s with a more public focus on preservation, balanced naturalism, anti-pollution and public health, outdoor recreation, and the early development of studied or academic ecological sciences. The concept of "environmental protection" was often linked to the idealistic sixties' generation, and conservatives frequently and negatively associated it with other "unpopular" movements-anti-war, civil rights, and the anti-poverty movements, for starts. As it evolved and gained more wide-spread popularity, the environmental movement cut across various political and demographic boundaries. Melosi further quoted Bernstein:
The overarching goal of the administration-if there was one-was to wed concern over the environment to the larger goals of the Great Society. This meant identifying with continuing congressional efforts at environmental reform or writing new legislation. These programs also fit the spirit of the Great Society and firmly grounded the "New Conservation" in traditional conservation causes. a sort of sacred cow…usually, no one was supposed to have a say about it except the concerned Congressmen, the people in a given state and the Corps . . . but it wasn't easy and you had to fight them every step of the way.
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The Delaware National Pork Barrel Park?
Municipal utilities, unions, private businesses, and investors all stood to make a good deal of money from the new dammed lake and surrounding national park through real estate brokering, building and construction, or owning businesses that would support the huge crowds of anticipated park tourists. These eager entrepreneurs became the biggest supporters of Tocks Island Dam, not because they supported dam building, but because they wanted to capitalize on the profits from a proposed enormous man-made lake to be surrounded by one of the biggest national parks in the most heavily populated part of the country. The federal government was providing them an open opportunity to make money at tax payers' expense and they mustered all the political support they could get.
Udall was just as interested in protecting the special interests of certain politicians associated with Tocks Island, who could help him get other national legislation, especially the Wilderness Bill, passed and win ongoing battles in western states particularly against his arch- The thirty-one largest sites focused on reservoir recreation…planners envisioned something on the order of 11,000 picnic tables, 6,500 camp sites, 135 boat launches, 1,860 boat docks, 33,000 parking spaces; 15 food service areas and beaches for 66,000 bathers.
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If you didn't want to go to the beach, Albert wrote other planned recreation included: boat rentals; miles of hiking and bicycle trails; horseback riding; picnicking; hunting; fishing; sailing; motor boating; canoeing; rock climbing; nature centers; playgrounds; ballfields and more. All of this would serve an expected 150,000 visitors per day, which would have made it, "the busiest park in the National Park System." 
Chickens and Traffic Jam the Dam
As the seventies progressed, the two biggest concerns about building the dam escalated.
They were the diminished cost/income benefit and newly exposed adverse environmental impacts of the project. In March 1968 a report conducted by the House Public Works Committee found the cost benefit ratio of the lake and park had fallen below the mandated 1 to 4 ratio. number of annual visitors be reduced to no more than four million a year. 39 Cahill had found the most significant loophole to stymie the project and protect his state. According to O'Neill, His reaction was this project was not going to fly. This put the first substantial roadblock in the way of the dam without any real friction. What he really did was make it impossible to comply with his requests. If you put a ceiling of four million park visitors a year on it, they (the Army Corps) would not be able to get a positive cost benefit analysis. The Corps could no longer justify it, not on environmental grounds and they could not justify it on economic grounds. They would not be able to get over the Congressional hurdle of having a positive cost benefit ratio.
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Engineering studies revealed that during times of drawdown, (partial draining of the reservoir during times of low water flow or drought) vast unsightly mudflats would grow along the lakeshore. Numerous environmental impact studies indicated algae fed by phosphorus-rich storm water runoff from nearby New York State chicken and dairy farms into the stagnant reservoir water would cause it to become a eutrophic gigantic cesspool unfit for recreation, which was supposed to make up 51 percent of the projects' congressionally mandated income benefit. New
York State refused to absorb the cost of building expensive treatment facilities to control this agricultural water pollution.
In 1970 the Council on Environmental Quality 41 demanded the Corps address specific issues that included: water quality and potential eutrophication; alternatives to the dam; impacts on fish habitats in the Delaware; secondary costs and benefits; and the impacts of seasonal Dam and the recreation area they called "The White Paper," which was never publicly released.
O'Neill said once given their findings, Byrne's overriding concern was the cost effectiveness of building the dam. "It was the politically salient concern he had," said O'Neill. "It was not an environmental concern, it's a money concern and everybody can understand that. The initial reasons for building the dam all seemed very logical, (but) there was a lot of negative press and squatters protesting. It was more of a social issue. I did not care about the dam one way or other. I knew there were people, who were concerned about the issue of water supply, but mostly it was just getting a lot of negative media coverage and I had the impression that nobody had thought through all of the possible effects. They didn't know how they were going to deal with the eutrophication and I could see scum. 
Conclusion
Rivers have long been a battleground between those who want to keep them free flowing and natural and those who want to harness water to create improvements. There are more than 75,000 dams in the United States that affect every major river outside Alaska but one, the Salmon River in Idaho. In addition to 400 large dams used to control floods, as of 1965, these dams created more than 26,000 miles of channeled waterways for shipping, 58,000 million acres of irrigated The idea was born in an era when an undammed river was considered a wasted resource and river taming was considered good water conservation. Construction was never started and there was no significant national reason to keep the dam except for the tremendous lobbying efforts of those who had "pork barrel" economic interests in the project such as the WRA/DRB or certain politicians.
Was the demise of the Tocks Island Dam project really a "win" for the environmental movement? At first glance and from a present day environmental history outlook, the answer would be yes because no dam was built and the river was preserved. However, there were actually two finales to the Tocks Island Dam project and they needed to be chronologically separated and examined. The first demise of the dam was between 1965 and 1970, when federal funding was diverted from the project to pay for the War in Vietnam and poor planning resulted in diminished cost benefits. This happened before any significant environmental movement had taken up the cause to stop the dam's construction. The second, largely environmental, effort dragged on for years before legislation was finally enacted to stop the dam once and for all, but these environmental efforts were "au fait accompli."
Viewed historically, the second demise, later in the 1970s, considered the "environmental win," was largely after-the-fact, and a controversy culturally created by the media, who clamored around the victims of eminent domain and the coalitions they formed with well-intentioned wilderness conservationists, hippie squatters, and some people who were likely legitimate modern environmentalists. Regardless of their environmental or altruistic values and motives, the people who were losing their homes were not as concerned about displacing shad and oysters as they were about losing the roofs over their heads. These were the people who officially spear-headed the controversy and were repeatedly interviewed by the press or caught on camera angrily demonstrating with a mixture of concerned citizens, but Tocks was fundamentally a dead issue long before this second group of "environmental" supporters took credit for officially halting the project. 
